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Executive Summary 
 
 
In order to get an accurate account of the financial implications of a merger between the 
governments of Marion County and the City of Fairmont, a complete analysis of the current 
financial status of each government was completed. This analysis, as shown in this report, 
follows revenue and expenditure patterns for both governments from fiscal year 2001 through 
2005. It shows upward trends for both governments in the levels of revenues as well as 
expenditures, especially in fiscal years 2004 and 2005.  
 
The report delves further into revenues and expenditures by analyzing the sources and categories 
of each. A look at these breakdowns shows the main differences found between the county and 
city governments. These differences include ad valorem property taxes being the largest revenue 
source for the county while they make up a very small percentage of total revenues in the city. 
Another difference these breakdowns show involves expenditures for streets, transportation and 
fire departments. The City of Fairmont dedicates a large part of their budget for the expenditures 
for the construction and maintenance of streets as well as funding for transportation and fire 
departments, while Marion County makes no such expenditure allowances. The weight 
proprietary and fiduciary funds have on the total financial status is also a key difference between 
the two governments. For the county, proprietary and fiduciary funds make up a very small part 
of its financial structure but for Fairmont these funds are very significant. Analysis of each 
government’s revenues and expenditures also shows similarities. Both governments have 
considerably over the five-year time period increased their levels of long-term debt. Also, in the 
most recent fiscal years, both entities have benefited from significantly increases to revenues due 
to large intergovernmental transfers from the state. 
 
Each entity’s financial position was also compared to other governments throughout the state. 
These comparisons showed that even though both the county and the city had lower levels of 
revenues and expenditures their financials followed the same trends as other counties and cities.  
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Introduction 
 
Analysis of Marion County and the City of Fairmont’s financials involved an in depth 
examination of each government’s audited financial statements from fiscal year 2001 to fiscal 
year 2005 as well as an analysis of annual budgets from fiscal year 2001 to fiscal year 2007. For 
each government unit’s financials, the following analysis was completed: 
 
• Overview of major financial trends including revenues and expenditures 
• Detailed analysis of revenue sources including major taxes, fees, interest income, and 
other income 
• Detailed analysis of expenditures by major categories including current expenses, 
equipment and capital expenses. 
• Comparison of each government’s financials with other comparable government 
entities throughout the state.  
• Detailed listing of various programs offered by each government entity. 
• Review of current intergovernmental agreements.  
 
This analysis allows for a graphical view of the financial direction that Marion County and the 
City of Fairmont governments appear to be taking based upon key financial indicators. 
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I. Marion County Financial Situation 
 
The financial situation of Marion County can first be analyzed by looking at the total revenues 
and expenditures of its governmental fund. This fund is a combination of the county’s general 
fund, coal severance tax fund and other non-major governmental funds such as capital projects. 
This fund is the main account for which the county operates from and can reveal the status of the 
county’s financial situation. 
 
A. Total Revenues and Expenditures
Figure 1: Marion County Governmental Fund
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Total Revenues Total ExpendituresSource: Audit Report of Marion County, West Virginia
2005 $12,173,468 23.1% 12,382,941 23.1%
Marion County Governmental Fund
Revenues Expenditures
Source: Audit Report of Marion County, West Virginia (various years)
Total Net 
Revenues
 
Fiscal Year Total
Annual Growth 
Rate Total
Annual Growth 
Rate
2001 $10,434,037 - 10,336,407 - $97,630
2002 $9,113,736 -12.7% 8,885,614 -14.0% $228,122
2003 $8,931,020 -2.0% 8,550,179 -3.8% $380,841
2004 $9,885,487 10.7% 10,056,596 17.6% ($171,109)
($209,473)
 
 
• As shown in the graph and table above, the total amount of revenues in Marion 
County’s Governmental Fund declined from fiscal year 2001 to 2003 and then rose 
significantly in fiscal years 2004 and 2005.  
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• Expenses have also grown in the county in recent years to levels above revenues 
collected leaving the county in fiscal year 2005 with net revenues (revenues minus 
expenses) at -$209,473. 
 
Figure 2: Marion County - Per Capita Governmental Fund
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Fiscal Year Total
Annual Growth 
Rate Total
Annual Growth 
Rate
2001 $185.49 - $183.75 -
2002 $161.86 -12.7% $157.80 -14.1%
2003 $158.02 -2.4% $151.29 -4.1%
2004 $175.05 10.8% $178.08 17.7%
2005 $215.43 23.1% $219.13 23.1%
Marion County Governmental Fund
Source: Audit Report of Marion County, West Virginia (various years)
Per Capita Revenues Per Capita Expenditures
 
 
• When looking at the per capita revenues and expenditures for Marion County, 
expenditures once again exceed revenues in the governmental fund for fiscal years 
2004 and 2005. In fact, from fiscal year 2003 to 2005, Marion County’s revenues per 
capita rose by 36.3% while expenditures rose by 44.8% to a level of $219.13.
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As shown on Figures 3, 4 and 5, Marion County’s total governmental fund can be broken down 
into three separate funds: general fund, coal severance fund and the other non-major 
governmental fund. These funds, as characterized below, give a look into the specific operations 
of the county and give a more detailed understanding of the county’s financial status.  
? The general fund is the government’s primary operating fund. It accounts for all 
financial sources of the general government. 
? The coal severance tax fund is a special revenue fund and accounts for revenues and 
expenditures from a severance tax placed on coal that are distributed to West Virginia 
counties.  
? The non-major governmental fund consists of funds such as: 
o Financial stabilization fund which accounts for appropriations made by the county 
commission for preceding years’ surplus from the general fund. 
o The following special revenue funds: dog and kennel, general school, magistrate 
court, worthless check, emergency communication 911, home confinement, senior 
aides program, fiduciary, poor farm development, timber revenue, central 
communications, revolving loan, hotel/motel, DARE, enhanced E-911, excess 
levy, assessor’s valuation, concealed weapon, voter registration, special law 
enforcement, law enforcement block grant, federal grant – Dakota/Meredith, 
revenue bond, Jacobs building, capital project fund, and building. 
 
Figure 3: Marion County General Fund
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Figure 4: Marion County Coal Severance Tax Fund
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Figure 5: Marion County Non-Major Governmental Fund
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B. Analysis of Marion County’s Revenues: Governmental Fund 
 
Total governmental fund revenues for Marion County, which includes general fund, coal 
severance tax fund and other non-major governmental fund revenues, are broken down into 
several categories: taxes, intergovernmental, charges for services, fines and forfeits, refunds, and 
miscellaneous. The miscellaneous category includes the following: payments in lieu of taxes, 
licenses and permits, interest and investment earnings, contributions and donations, and 
reimbursements. 
Figure 6: Marion County Total Revenue Sources
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• As shown in the graph above, taxes make up the majority of revenues for the county. 
In fact, in FY 2005 taxes made up 76% of revenues collected. 
• A more detailed look at the major revenue sources can be found on the next page. 
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1. Major Revenue Sources: 
 i. Taxes: 
• From fiscal year 2004 to 2005, taxes remained a consistent share of total 
revenues; however, total tax revenues grew due to increases in the amount 
collected for coal severance and ad valorem property taxes. 
• The county collects revenues for seven main tax categories with the largest 
category being ad valorem property taxes1.  
Figure 7: Marion County Tax Revenue
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• As the figure above shows, ad valorem property taxes as well as coal severance 
taxes and other taxes increased significantly from fiscal year 2004 to fiscal year 
2005. In fact, the largest increase in tax revenue came from the coal severance 
tax, which increased from $501,229 to over $1 million. 
 
                                                 
1 Ad valorem property taxes in West Virginia are based on 60% of the fair market value of a property and are 
assessed within the county that the property is located. These taxes are based on ownership of the property and are 
payable regardless of whether the property is used or not and whether it generates income for the owner (although 
these factors may affect the assessed value). 
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  a) Ad Valorem Property Taxes: 
• The table below lists the rates imposed on property owners within the 
county.  
• Ad valorem property tax rates are listed as cents per $100 of assessed 
valuation. 
• The rates are imposed on four types of property: 
• Class I: 
• All tangible personal property used exclusively in agriculture, 
including horticulture and grazing. 
• All products of agriculture, including livestock, while owned 
by the producer, and 
• All notes, bonds, bills, and accounts receivable, stocks and any 
other intangible personal property (these types of intangible 
personal property were exempted from property taxation in 
West Virginia beginning with the 2003 tax year. 
• Class II: 
• All property owned, used and occupied by the owner 
exclusively for residential purposes, and 
• All farm, including land used for horticulture and grazing, 
which are occupied and cultivated by their owners or bona fide 
tenants 
• Class III: 
• All real and personal property situated outside of 
municipalities, exclusive of Classes I and II 
• Class IV: 
• All real and personal property situated inside of municipalities, 
exclusive of Classes I and II 
• The excess levy listed provides additional funding for the Marion County 
Parks and Recreation Commission, the Fairmont-Marion Transit 
Authority, and the Marion County Public Library. 
 
I II III, IV I II III, IV I II III, IV
2000 14.30 28.60 57.20 3.80 7.60 15.20 18.10 36.20 72.40
2001 14.30 28.60 57.20 3.80 7.60 15.20 18.10 36.20 72.40
2002 14.30 28.60 57.20 3.80 7.60 15.20 18.10 36.20 72.40
2003 13.84 27.68 55.36 3.80 7.60 15.20 17.64 35.28 70.56
2004 14.07 28.14 56.28 3.80 7.60 15.20 17.87 35.74 71.48
2005 13.48 26.96 53.92 3.80 7.60 15.20 17.28 34.56 69.12
2006 14.07 28.14 56.28 3.80 7.60 15.20 17.87 35.74 71.48
(cents per $100 assessed valuation)
Marion County Ad Valorem Property Tax Rate
Tax Year
Source: Rates of Levy: State, County, School and Municipal from the West Virginia State Auditor's Office
Current County Rate Excess Levy Rate Total County Rate
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  b) Coal Severance Tax 
• According to West Virginia code, coal severance tax is 5% of gross 
receipts attributable to the mining and processing of coal with exclusions 
for thin-seamed underground mines. 
• From fiscal year 2004 to 2005, coal severance tax revenue for Marion 
County increased by 112% to a level of $1,064,059. 
 
 ii. Intergovernmental Revenues: 
 
Figure 8: Marion County Intergovernmental Revenues
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• Intergovernmental revenues are transfers of funds from one government to 
another, most often from a higher-level government such as the federal 
government to a lower-level government such as the county government. 
• If the county depends too much on such revenues it can be harmful if the external 
source withdraws the funds entirely or reduces its share. For instance, if the 
county had become dependent on the community development block grant it 
received from the state in fiscal year 2004, it could have had financial difficulties 
when it did not receive such a large grant in fiscal year 2005.  
 
 iii. Charges for Services: 
• Charges for services in Marion County include fees related to cases in circuit 
court and family court as well as other felony and misdemeanor costs. (detailed 
list of charges is quite extensive and can be made available upon request) 
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C. Analysis of Marion County’s Expenditures: Governmental Fund 
 
Total governmental fund expenditures for Marion County, which includes general fund, coal 
severance tax fund and other non-major governmental fund expenditures, are broken down into 
six categories: general government, public safety, health and sanitation, culture and recreation, 
social services, and capital projects. 
Figure 9: Marion County Expenditure Categories
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• Over this five-year time period general governmental expenditures, which account for 
all county services as shown on the next page, have remained between $4 and $6 
million. 
• In FY 2005, Marion County experienced significant increases in expenditures for 
culture and recreation as well as capital projects. 
• A breakdown of the major expenditure categories starts on the next page. 
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1. Major Expenditure Sources: 
 
 i. General Government: 
• General government expenditures have accounted for 43 to 58 percent of total 
governmental expenditures for the county from fiscal year 2001 to fiscal year 2005. 
• Includes expenditures for the following: 
  Acquisition of Property   Fiduciary Supervisor 
  Agriculture Agent    Finance Department 
  Airports     Geographic Information System 
  Assessor     Housing Authority 
  Assessor’s Valuation Fund   Industrial Development 
  Building Inspection    Infrastructure 
  Circuit Clerk     Insurance Program (Self Insured) 
  Circuit Court     Litigation Reserve 
  Civil Service     Magistrate Court 
  Community Development   Microfilm 
  Contingencies     Other Buildings 
  Contributions to Comms./ Authorities Other Grants 
  County Administrator    Parking 
  County Clerk     Personnel Office 
  County Commission    Planning & Zoning 
  Courthouse     Printing 
  Courthouse Annex    Prosecuting Attorney 
  Custodial     Public Works Department 
  Data Processing    Purchasing Department 
  Economic Development   Regional Development Authority 
  Elections – County Clerk   Rehabilitation of Property 
  Elections – Circuit Clerk   Sheriff-Treasurer & Tax Processing 
  Engineering     State Grants 
  Farm Preservation Programs   Statewide Computer Network 
  Federal Grants     Surveyor 
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D. Analysis of Marion County’s Proprietary and Fiduciary Funds 
 
Marion County also has proprietary and fiduciary funds. These funds make up a very small 
portion of the county’s financial status. Proprietary funds include activities that the county 
operates similar to private businesses and fiduciary funds involves instances in which the county 
is the trustee or agent for someone else’s resources such as retirement plans. 
 
1. Proprietary Fund 
• For fiscal year 2005 this fund included net assets that totaled $1,289. These net assets 
included cash and cash equivalents, interest revenue, and interest and financial 
charges. 
 
2. Fiduciary Fund 
• This fund includes assets and liabilities that have increased from $487,559 in fiscal 
year 2003 to 1,028,249 in fiscal year 2005. The assets in this fund include cash while 
liabilities include other payables as well as funds due to other government entities. 
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E. Statistical Analysis of Marion County’s Financial Status 
 
1. Revenues Per Capita: (= total revenues ÷ population) 
• Revenues per capita represent the amount of revenues collected in the county for each 
individual living in the county. 
• As the graph below shows, revenues per capita have increased since fiscal year 2003. 
This can be attributed to increased levels of total revenues collected in the county 
accompanied with insignificant growth in population. 
 
Figure 10: Marion County Revenues Per Capita
(total revenues/population)
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2. Budgeted versus Actual Revenues: 
• Marion County over this five year time period has underestimated the amount of 
revenue collections in recent years. By doing this, Marion County has, from year to 
year, been able to operate with unexpected revenues. 
 
Budgeted Actual Difference
Unanticipated Revenue 
Sources
FY 2004 $6,419,447 $6,922,004 $502,557
Charges for services, 
refunds, and 
miscellaneous revenues
FY 2005 $7,171,281 $7,550,955 $379,674
Refunds and 
miscellaneous revenues
Marion County General Fund: Revenues
Source: Audit Report of Marion County, West Virginia  
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3. Expenditures Per Capita: (= total expenditures ÷ population) 
• Expenditures per capita represent the amount of funds spent per resident of the 
county. 
• As the graph below shows, expenditures per capita have increased since fiscal year 
2003. This indicates that more funds are being spent per individual each year.  
 
Figure 11: Marion County Expenditures Per Capita
(total expenditures/population)
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4. Budgeted versus Actual Expenditures: 
• Marion County over this five year time period has consistently overestimated actual 
expenditures within the county every year. 
Budgeted Actual Difference
Overestimated 
Expenditure 
Categories
FY 2004 $8,302,884 $6,766,087 $1,536,797
General Government, 
Culture & Recreation 
FY 2005 $9,615,345 $7,363,590 $2,251,755
General Government, 
Culture & Recreation, 
Capital Projects
Marion County General Fund: Expenditures
Source: Audit Report of Marion County, West Virginia  
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5. Liquidity Ratio: (= cash and short term investments ÷ current liabilities) 
• The liquidity ratio assesses the county’s ability to pay off current liabilities with cash. 
Current liabilities are the amount the county owes that are expected to be paid within 
the next twelve months, including such items as accounts payable, accrued payroll, 
and amounts due to other funds. 
• A significantly large liquidity ratio can be a signal that the government entity may be 
hoarding cash and should consider other alternatives for its cash holdings, such as 
investing to earn interest income. 
Figure 12: Marion County Liquidity Ratio
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6. Debt to Assets Ratio: (= total liabilities ÷ total assets) 
• This is a measure of the degree to which the Marion County government’s total assets 
have been funded with debt. 
Figure 13: Marion County Debt to Assets Ratio
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7. Long Term Debt2
• This shows the amount of long-term debt the county has and the amount that it is 
responsible to payoff within one year. 
 
Fiscal Year
Beginning 
Balanace
Ending 
Balance
Change in Long 
Term Debt
Due Within 
One Year
2001 $139,591 $60,352 ($79,239) $60,232
2002 $60,352 $115,274 $54,922 NA
2003 $115,274 $460,252 $344,978 $52,533
2004 $460,252 $646,050 $185,798 $89,334
2005 $646,050 $779,386 $133,336 $170,097
Marion County Long Term Debt
Source: Audit Report of Marion County, West Virginia
NA: not available 
 
 
• Long term debt in Marion County includes capital leases, compensated absences and 
long-term liabilities of government activities. 
• For Marion County, long-term debt levels have increased dramatically since fiscal 
year 2002 with higher levels due within one year. 
 
8. Current Ratio: (= current assets ÷ current liabilities) 
• This is a measure of Marion County government’s ability to pay current liabilities 
with current assets. Current assets are defined as cash amounts the county owns that 
can be converted into cash within the next twelve months and include accounts 
receivable and amounts due from other funds. 
Figure 14: Marion County Current Ratio
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• Exceptionally high current rates can be a signal that the entity may not be efficiently 
utilizing its current assts. 
                                                 
2 Long-term debt is debt which carries a repayment period of more than one year, typically 10, 20 or even 30 years. 
It is used for nearly every purpose except cash flow borrowing, which by nature is short-term debt.  
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9. Change in Net Assets: (= total ending net assets – total beginning net assets) 
• This is a measure of the change in overall financial condition of the Marion County 
government. 
Graph 15: Marion County Change in Net Assets
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10. Property Taxes Per Capita: 
• This is a measure of Marion County’s government’s property tax burden on its 
taxpayers. 
Total Taxes Levied
Tax Year All Classes
2000 $25,200,147 $445.93
2001 $24,889,959 $442.47
2002 $25,346,278 $450.14
2003 $28,189,395 $498.78
2004 $28,400,356 $502.90
2005 $30,572,158 $541.01
2006 $32,821,636 NA
Sources: Rates of Levy: State, County, School and Muncipal from 
the WV State's Auditors Office; U.S. Census Bureau
Note: Population projections from the U.S. Census Bureau have 
not been released for 2006.
Property Taxes 
Per Capita
Marion County Ad Valorem Property Taxes Levied
 
 
• As shown in the table above, property taxes per capita have increased since fiscal 
year 2001. This increase can be attributed not to property tax rates, which have fallen 
for all classes of property, but rather on increased assessed valuations, which are 
based on the market value of property. 
 
11. Property Tax Receivables 
• This shows the actual percent of property taxes levied that are collected.  
• In fiscal year 2004, 75% of the taxes were collected while in fiscal year 2005 only 
68% were collected. 
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F. Comparative Analysis of Marion County’s Financial Status 
 
To compare Marion County to see how the county financially stacks up, we looked at fiscal year 
2003 to fiscal year 2007 budgets for counties within West Virginia that were close to Marion 
County either geographically or by population size. 
Figure 16: Total County Budgeted  Revenues*
FY 2003 - FY 2007
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Source: WV Auditor's Office Levy Estimates
* Budgeted revenues are equal to budgeted expenditures.
 
 
• Marion County’s level of budgeted revenues (and expenditures) fall in the middle of 
the five counties. 
• When looking at per capita budgeted revenues (and expenditures), Marion County’s 
revenues are quite a bit lower than levels found in Harrison, Monongalia, and Wetzel, 
as shown in Figure 17. 
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Figure 17: Per Capita Total County Budgeted Revenues*
FY 2003 - FY 2007
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* Budgeted revenues are equal to budgeted expenditures.
Source: WV Auditor's Office Levy Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau  
• A breakdown of budgeted revenues shows that taxes make up the largest portion of 
revenue for each county. As shown in Figure 18, fiscal year 2007 budgeted tax 
revenue can be broken down into ad valorem property tax revenue and other tax 
revenue.  
• Other tax revenue includes: property transfer tax, gas & oil severance tax, wine & 
liquor tax, hotel occupancy tax, waste coal tax, and synthetic fuel tax. 
• Marion County’s level of budgeted tax revenue is $9.2 million, which is slightly 
below Harrison County’s level of revenue. 
• Ad valorem property taxes make up a majority of the budgeted revenues for all 5 
counties. In fact, they account for over 96% of tax revenue budgeted in Marion 
County. 
• As shown in Figure 19, Marion County has the highest level of per capita budgeted 
tax revenue for fiscal year 2007 at a level of $162. 
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Figure 18: Total County Budgeted Tax Revenue
FY 2007
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Figure 19: Per Capita Total County Budgeted Tax Revenue
FY 2007
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Figure 20: Total County Budgeted Expenditure Breakdown
FY 2007
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• County expenditures are divided into six major categories: general government, 
public safety, health & sanitation, culture & recreation, social services, and capital 
projects. 
• General government expenditures include: county commission, county clerk, 
circuit clerk, sheriff-treasurer, prosecuting attorney, assessor, elections, magistrate 
court, court house & other county buildings, data processing, economic & 
community development, housing authority, and grants 
• Public safety expenditures include: sheriff-law enforcement, sheriff-service of 
process, regional jail, home confinement, juvenile detention center, emergency 
services, fire department, animal control, and central garage. 
• Health & sanitation expenditures include: health department, sewer, solid waste 
authority, water, garbage department, and litter control. 
• Culture & recreation expenditures include: parks & recreation, 4-H camp, fairs & 
festivals, visitor’s bureau, library 
• Social services include: senior citizens, public transit, and social services 
• Capital projects include: acquisition, improvement, and development of county 
land, buildings, or equipment. 
• Fiscal year 2007 breakdown of budgeted expenditures shows that general government 
and public safety expenditures are the largest expenditure categories for all five 
counties, as shown in the figure below. 
• For Marion County, general government expenditures made up 70% of budgeted 
expenditures while public safety accounted for 28%. 
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Figure 21: Total County Budgeted Public Safety Expenditures
FY 2007
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• A further breakdown of budgeted public safety expenditures shows that for all five 
counties the three largest public safety expenditure items are funding for sheriff-law 
enforcement, the regional jail, and other public safety expenditures. 
• Other public safety expenditures include: home confinement, juvenile detention 
center, emergency services, fire department, animal control, and central garage. 
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II. City of Fairmont Financial Situation 
 
The financial situation of the City of Fairmont can first be analyzed by looking at the total 
revenues and expenditures of its governmental fund. This fund is a combination of the city’s 
general fund and other non-major governmental funds such as special revenues and capital 
project revenues. This fund is the largest account for which the city operates from and can reveal 
a majority of the city’s financial situation. The rest of Fairmont’s financial status can be 
determined by examining the city’s proprietary and fiduciary funds. 
 
A. Total Revenues and Expenditures 
Figure 22: Fairmont Governmental Fund
Revenues and Expenditures
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2002 $10,327,057 13.8% $9,844,679 7.3% $482,378
2003 $10,266,304 -0.6% $8,907,925 -9.5% $1,358,379
2004 $15,852,256 54.4% $12,216,439 37.1% $3,635,817
2005 $14,446,584 -8.9% $13,169,033 7.8% $1,277,551
Revenues Expenditures
Total Net 
Revenues
Source: City of Fairmont, West Virginia Independent Auditor's Report and Related Financial Statements
City of Fairmont Governmental Fund
 
 
          
Fiscal Year Total 
Annual 
Growth Rate Total 
Annual 
Growth Rate
2001 $9,074,096 - $9,175,119 - ($101,023)
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• As shown in Figure 22, the City of Fairmont’s total amount of revenues has increased 
over this five year time period. This most significant increase was in fiscal year 2004, 
when the city received an economic development grant from the state. 
• Expenditures from fiscal year 2001 through fiscal year 2003 were relatively stable 
remaining between $8.9 and $9.8 million. However, expenditures dramatically 
increased in fiscal year 2004 and continued to rise in fiscal year 2005. 
Figure 23: Fairmont Per Capita Governmental Fund 
Revenues and Expenditures
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Fiscal Year Total 
Annual 
Growth Rate Total 
Annual 
Growth Rate
2001 $475.13 - $480.42 -
2002 $542.19 14.1% $516.86 7.6%
2003 $538.26 -0.7% $467.04 -9.6%
2004 $831.01 54.4% $640.41 37.1%
2005 $758.39 -8.7% $691.32 8.0%
Per Capita Revenues Per Capita Expenditures
City of Fairmont Governmental Fund
Source: City of Fairmont,WV Independent Auditor's Report & Related Financial Statements  
 
• Revenues and expenditures per capita for the City of Fairmont have risen over this 
time period due to increased levels of revenues and expenses coupled with a stable 
population level. 
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As shown on Figures 24 and 25, the City of Fairmont’s total governmental fund can be broken 
down into two separate funds: general fund and other governmental fund. These funds, as 
characterized below, give a look into the specific operations of the city and give a more detailed 
understanding of the city’s financial status. 
• The general fund is the general operating fund of the municipality. It is used to 
account for all financial resources except those required to be accounted for in 
another fund. 
• The other governmental fund can be broken down into two separate categories: 
• Special revenues, which are used to account for the proceeds of specific revenue 
sources that are legally restricted to expenditures for capital purposes. 
• Capital project revenues, which are used to account for the financial resources to 
be used for acquisition or construction of major capital facilities which are not 
financed by proprietary funds. 
 
Figure 24: Fairmont General Fund
Revenues and Expenditures
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Figure 25: Fairmont Other Governmental Fund
Revenues and Expenditures
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• Fairmont’s Other Governmental Fund has dramatically increased since fiscal year 
2003. This can be attributed to a shift of monies from the city’s general fund to the 
special revenue and capital project funds in fiscal year 2004. 
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B. Analysis of Fairmont’s Revenues: Governmental Fund 
 
Total governmental fund revenues for Fairmont, which include general fund and other non-major 
governmental fund revenues,  are broken down into several categories: taxes, intergovernmental, 
charges for services, fines and forfeits, and miscellaneous. 
 
Figure 26: Fairmont Total Revenue Sources
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• As you can see from the graph above taxes make up the largest part of the revenues 
collected in the city. 
• The next two pages will breakdown some of the major revenue sources for the 
City of Fairmont. 
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1. Major Revenue Sources: 
 i. Taxes: 
• Tax revenue makes up approximately 50-60% of the total revenue collected in 
the city.  
  a) Business and Occupation Taxes 
• Forty-three percent of the annual operating budget for the general fund 
for the City of Fairmont is from the collection of business and 
occupation taxes (B&O taxes) 
• These taxes are used to supplement fire operations, and to fund police 
and other public safety expenditures as well as public works operations 
and general government expenditures. 
 
                
Business Classification
Rate per $100 of 
Gross Revenue
Manufacturing 0.22
Retailers 0.39
Wholesalers 0.15
Contracting 2.00
Banking & other Financial Institutions 1.00
Amusement 0.44
Service & All Other Business 0.70
Rents & Royalties 1.00
City of Fairmont Current B&O Tax Rates
Source: City of Fairmont Financial Office  
 
  b) Ad Valorem Property Taxes: 
• Another main tax collected in the City of Fairmont are ad valorem 
property taxes, which is imposed on property owners within the city. 
(see description of ad valorem property taxes and classes of property 
definitions in the Marion County section of the report) 
 
I II IV
2001 12.50 25.00 50.00
2002 12.50 25.00 50.00
2003 12.50 25.00 50.00
2004 12.25 24.50 49.00
2005 12.35 24.70 49.40
2006 11.82 23.64 47.28
Fairmont Ad Valorem Property Tax Rate
Tax Year 
Year
* Note: Total Rate is the sum of the municipal current rate, 
bond rate, and excess levy rate. For tax years 2001-2006, 
Fairmont did not have bond or excess levy rates.
Source: Rates of Levy: State, County, School and 
Municipal from the West Virginia State Auditor
Total Rate*
(cents per $100 assessed valuation)
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• In comparison with other municipalities in Marion County, Fairmont’s 
ad valorem property tax rate for tax year 2006 was the fourth highest 
below Mannington, Rivesville, and Fairview. 
 
I II IV I II IV
Barrackville 8.83 17.66 35.62 Monongah 9.61 19.22 38.44
Fairmont 11.82 23.64 47.28 Pleasant Valley 3.11 6.22 12.44
Fairview 12.23 24.46 48.92 Rivesville 12.50 25.00 50.00
Farmington 6.89 13.78 27.56 Whitehall 3.74 7.48 14.96
Grant Town 11.66 23.32 46.64 Worthington 10.58 21.16 42.32
Mannington 12.50 25.00 50.00
Source: Rates of Levy: State, County, School and Municipal from the West Virginia State Auditor
Municipality
Total Rate
Tax Year 2006 Marion County Municipal Ad Valorem Property Tax Rates 
(cents per $100 assessed valuation)
Municipality
Total Rate
 
 
 ii. Intergovernmental Revenues: 
• Intergovernmental revenues are revenues received from another governmental 
entity such as the federal or state government. 
• If the city depends too much on such revenues it can be harmful if the 
external source withdraws the funds entirely or reduces its share. For instance, 
if the city had become dependent on the economic development grant it 
received from the state in fiscal year 2004, it could have had major financial 
difficulties when it did not receive such a large grant in fiscal year 2005. 
Figure 27: Fairmont Intergovernmental Revenues
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 37
• As shown in the Figure 27, intergovernmental revenues from the state of 
West Virginia were exceedingly high in fiscal year 2004 due to an economic 
development grant that the county received. 
 
 iii. Charges for Services: 
 
• Fire Fee 
• The revenues from this fee provide continuance, maintenance and 
improvements of the essential and special service of fire protection within 
the city. 
• Monthly fee of $7.21 (with a late fee of 5% if paid after 21 days) is 
imposed on residents within the city. 
• Fairmont’s rate is low compared to the fire fee charged in the City of 
Clarksburg, which is a bi-monthly rate of $15.00 ($7.50/month). 
• For businesses, the current annual rate is $0.045 per square foot of 
building per year plus an additional sum per year of $1.08 (with a late fee 
of 5% if paid after 21 days) 
 
• Water 
• For all customers within the city, water is billed by amount consumed. 
• The base rate is $4.79 per 1,000 gallons with a minimum charge of $11.98 
per month for a 5/8” meter. 
• To compare, Parkersburg’s base rate is $4.37 per 1,000 gallons with a 
minimum charge of $8.50 per month for a 5/8” meter. 
 
• Sewage 
• For all customers within the city, sewage is billed by the amount of water 
that is consumed. 
• The base rate is $4.64 per 1,000 gallons with a minimum charge of $11.60 
for a 5/8” meter. 
• To compare, Morgantown’s base rate is $3.35 per 1,000 gallons up to 
2,000 gallons with a minimum charge of $6.70. 
 
• Storm Sewer 
• Storm water is currently billed at a flat rate of $16.75 per month. This rate 
will change to $2.20 per 1,000 square feet of impervious area per month 
after July 1, 2007. 
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C. Analysis of Fairmont’s Expenditures: Governmental Fund 
 
Total governmental fund expenditures for the City of Fairmont are broken down into several 
categories: general government, public safety, highways and streets, sanitation, culture and 
recreation, community development, police refunds and remittances, and benefit payments. 
Figure 28: Fairmont Expenditure Categories
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Source: City of Fairmont, West Virginia Independent Auditor's Report and Related Financial Statements  
• As shown in the figure above, while expenditures have rose since fiscal year 2003, 
public safety has remained a major expenditure for the city. 
• One expenditure category that has increased considerably has been community 
development. The city received a state grant in fiscal year 2004 that has increased the 
amount of spending in that area by more than eleven times its amount in fiscal year 
2003. This has lead to increased numbers of grants for the High Technology 
Consortium and other programs throughout the city. 
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1. Major Expenditure Sources: 
 
i. Public Safety: 
• Public safety expenditures account for 40-50% of Fairmont’s total 
expenditures. 
• Includes expenditures for the following: 
 Ambulance Authority      Fire Department 
 City Jail       Fire Hydrants 
 Civil Defense       Flood Control/Soil Conservation 
 Comm. Center/Central Dispatch    Investigative Services & Control 
 COPS Grant       Juvenile Justice Diversion Program 
 Dams and Dredging      Police Department 
 DARE Grant       Police – Special Duty 
 Dog Warden/Humane Society    Traffic Engineering 
 Drug & Violent Crime Control Grant    Watershed Project 
 Emergency Services     
 
 ii. Community Development 
• Since fiscal year 2004, community development has become one of the major 
expenditure categories for the City of Fairmont. 
• This increase was facilitated by a new economic development grant in fiscal 
year 2004. 
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D. Analysis of Fairmont’s Proprietary and Fiduciary Funds 
 
The City of Fairmont also has proprietary and fiduciary funds. Unlike the county, these funds are 
a significant portion of the city’s financial status.  
 
1. Proprietary Fund 
• This fund for Fairmont includes all business-type activities such as water, sanitary 
sewer board, and parking.  
 
FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005
Operating Revenues $5,406,426 $6,683,225 $7,769,114 $7,827,385 $7,892,472
Operating Expenditures $5,625,146 $5,859,957 $5,603,277 $6,097,890 $6,231,028
Difference (Operating Income) ($218,720) $823,268 $2,165,837 $1,729,495 $1,661,444
Fairmont Proprietary Fund
Source: City of Fairmont, WV Independent Auditor's Report and Related Financial Statements  
 
• The operating revenues for Fairmont include: charges for services and miscellaneous 
revenues. The operating expenditures include: purchases and materials, pumping, 
treatment and disposal, billing and collection, general and administrative, operating 
expenses, and depreciation. 
• As you can see from the chart above, Fairmont’s proprietary fund has transformed 
from operating at a negative income level in fiscal year 2001 to a positive operating 
income level of over $1.6 million. 
 
2. Fiduciary Fund 
• This fund for Fairmont includes policemen and firemen pension and relief. 
 
FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005
Operating Revenues $1,096,467 $969,207 $1,599,069 $1,996,247 $2,180,378
Operating Expenditures $1,416,598 $1,536,799 $1,631,932 $1,799,274 $2,075,650
Difference (Operating Income) ($320,131) ($567,592) ($32,863) $196,973 $104,728
Fairmont Fiduciary Fund
Source: City of Fairmont, WV Independent Auditor's Report and Related Financial Statements  
 
• The operating revenues for Fairmont’s fiduciary fund includes: contributions by 
employer, employees, and insurance premium tax allocations, investment income, 
and other additions. The operating expenditures include: general and administrative, 
benefit payments. 
• As shown in the chart above, this fund has been operating with higher expenditures 
than revenues till fiscal year 2004.  
• Unfunded liabilities for both the policemen and firemen pension and relief funds are 
also a part of the fiduciary fund and need to be recognized when analyzing the true 
financial status of the City of Fairmont. 
• As of July 1, 2004, the unfunded past service liability for the policemen’s pension 
and relief fund totaled $12,943,650. 
• As of July 1, 2003, the unfunded past service liability for the firemen’s pension 
and relief fund totaled $12,787,759. 
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E. Statistical Analysis of Fairmont’s Financial Status 
 
1. Revenues Per Capita: (= total revenues ÷ population) 
• Revenues per capita represent the amount of revenues collected in the city for each 
individual living within the city limits. 
• As the graph below shows, revenues per capita have trended upwards through fiscal 
year 2004 but then fell slightly in fiscal year 2005. These changes in revenues per 
capita are due to changing amounts in revenues collected and not the level of 
population, which has remained relatively constant over this time period. 
 
Figure 29: Fairmont Revenues Per Capita
(total revenues/population)
$0
$100
$200
$300
$400
$500
$600
$700
$800
$900
FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005
Source: City of Fairmont, West Virginia Independent Auditor's Report and Related Financial Statements; U.S. Census Bureau  
 
2. Budgeted versus Actual Revenues: 
• The City of Fairmont over this five year time period has moved from substantially 
overestimating revenues to coming quite close to actual revenues collected. 
Fiscal Year Budgeted Actual Difference
Unanticipated Revenue 
Sources (Shortages)
2001 $8,579,897 $7,281,486 ($1,298,411)
($413,921)
Charges for Services, 
Taxes
2002 $8,798,657 $8,384,736
Intergovernmental, 
Charges for Services
2003 $8,324,232 $9,784,467 $1,460,235
Taxes, Interest, 
Intergovernmental
2004 $9,277,335 $9,693,256 $415,921
Taxes, 
Intergovernmental
2005 $10,179,691 $10,357,548 $177,857 Miscellaneous        
Source: City of Fairmont, West Virginia Independent Auditor's Report and Related Financial Statements
Fairmont General Fund: Revenues
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3. Expenditures Per Capita: (= total expenditures ÷ population) 
• Expenditures per capita represent the amount of funds spent per individual living 
within the city of Fairmont. 
• As the graph below shows, expenditures per capita has continued to increase over this 
time period. 
 
Figure 30: Fairmont Expenditures Per Capita
(total expenditures/population)
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4. Budgeted versus Actual Expenditures: 
• The City of Fairmont over this five year time period has consistently overestimated 
expenditures but have in recent years come closer to actual expenditure levels. 
Fiscal Year Budgeted Actual Difference
Overestimated 
Expenditure Categories
2001 $8,765,297 $8,362,661 $402,636 General Government
2002 $9,242,089 $8,868,898 $373,191 General Government
2003 $8,494,732 $8,200,443 $294,289
General Government, 
Highways & Streets
2004 $8,734,937 $8,726,968 $7,969
Highways & Streets, 
Culture & Recreation
2005 $8,470,637 $8,391,522 $79,115
General Government, 
Culture & Recreation
Source: City of Fairmont, West Virginia Independent Auditor's Report and Related Financial Statements
Fairmont General Fund: Expenditures
 
 
 43
5. Liquidity Ratio: (= cash and short term investments ÷ current liabilities) 
• The liquidity ratio assesses the city’s ability to pay off current liabilities with cash. 
Current liabilities are the amounts the city owes that are expected to be paid within 
the next twelve months, including such items as accounts payable, accrued payroll, 
and amounts due to other funds.  
 
Figure 31: Fairmont Liquidity Ratio
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6. Debt to Assets Ratio: (= total liabilities ÷ total assets) 
• This is a measure of the degree to which the City of Fairmont government’s total 
assets have been funded with debt. 
 
Figure 32: Fairmont Debt to Assets Ratio
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7. Long Term Debt: 
• This shows the amount of long-term debt the city has and the amount that it is 
responsible to payoff within one year. 
 
Fiscal Year
Beginning 
Balanace
Ending 
Balance
Change in Long 
Term Debt
Due Within 
One Year
2001 $1,893,690 $2,008,764 $115,074 NA
2002 $2,008,764 $2,067,235 $58,471 NA
2003 $2,067,235 $2,028,658 ($38,577) $252,252
2004 $2,028,658 $2,277,749 $249,091 $89,993
2005 $2,277,749 $4,096,828 $1,819,079 $201,049
Fairmont Long Term Debt
NA = not available                                                                                                                   
Source: Audit Report of Marion County, West Virginia  
 
 
8. Change in Net Assets: (= total ending net assets – total beginning net assets)  
• This is a measure of the change in overall financial condition of the City of Fairmont 
government. 
 
Figure 33: Fairmont Change in Net Assets
(total ending net assets - total beginning net assets)
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9. Property Taxes Per Capita 
• This is a measure of Fairmont’s property tax burden on its taxpayers. 
Total Taxes Levied
Fiscal Year All Classes
2001 $1,391,097 $72.84
2002 NA NA
2003 $1,424,215 $74.67
2004 $1,476,589 $77.41
2005 $1,491,343 $78.29
Fairmont Ad Valorem Property Taxes Levied
Property Taxes 
Per Capita
Sources: WV State's Auditors Office; U.S. Census Bureau  
• As shown in the table above, property taxes per capita have slightly increased since 
fiscal year 2001 to fiscal year 2005.  
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F. Comparative Analysis of Fairmont’s Financial Status 
 
To compare Fairmont to see how the city financially stacks up, we looked at budget data of 
surrounding cities provided by the West Virginia Auditor’s Office.  
Figure 34: Budgeted Municipal Revenues*
FY 2003-2007
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*Budgeted revenues are equal to budgeted expenditures.
 
• While the level of revenues (and expenditures) budgeted over this five year time 
period is the lowest for Fairmont, all four cities followed the same trend. All four 
cities increased the amount of revenues they budgeted for from FY 2003 to FY 2004 
and then decreased the amount in FY 2005 and increased it again in FY 2006.  
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Figure 35: Budgeted Municipal Revenues* Per Capita
FY 2003-2005
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*Budgeted revenues are equal to budgeted expenditures.
 
 
• When looking at the per capita revenues (and expenditures) budgeted for all four 
cities, Fairmont once again budgets the lowest level of revenues (and expenditures). 
This implies that the City of Fairmont collects (and spends) the least amount per 
resident of the cities compared. 
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Figure 36: Budgeted Municipal Revenue Breakdown
FY 2007
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• This graph breaks down budgeted revenues for the current year. As this graph shows, 
business and occupation (B&O) taxes, property taxes, and fire protection fees make 
up approximately seventy percent of budgeted revenues for all four cities.   
• As shown on the next graphs, Figures 37 and 38, public safety expenditures for fiscal 
year 2007 were the largest share of the expenditures for all four cities. Of the public 
safety expenditures, police and fire departments were the most dominant expenditures 
budgeted for by the cities. 
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Figure 37: Budgeted Municipal Expenditure Breakdown
FY 2007
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Figure 38: Budgeted Municipal Public Safety Expenditures
FY 2007
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III. Detailed Listing of Various Programs Offered by Marion County and 
Fairmont Governments 
 
The 2006-2007 budgets were analyzed in order to gather a detailed listing of the various 
programs offered by Marion County and the City of Fairmont. The next few pages include lists 
of budgeted expenditures by category for each government entity. 
 
 
A. Total Budgeted Expenditures 
 
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
General Government $5,318,333 $6,800,263 $133,783 $222,092 $1,822,537 $1,955,316 $0 $0
Public Safety $2,510,688 $2,711,171 $47,132 $111,653 $5,244,167 $5,295,360 $0 $0
Health & Sanitation $39,988 $51,068 $103,040 $153,686 $951,864 $951,864 $0 $0
Culture & Recreation $60,000 $63,000 $0 $68,500 $198,464 $198,821 $0 $0
Social Services $64,919 $64,919 $0 $3,660 $5,830 $5,330 $0 $0
Capital Projects $8,775 $24,432 $307,327 $1,091,017 $0 $0 $0 $0
Streets & Transporation $0 $0 $0 $0 $900,490 $917,419 $66,300 $89,472
Total Expenditures $8,002,703 $9,714,853 $591,282 $1,650,608 $9,123,352 $9,324,110 $66,300 $89,472
Total Expenditures
2006-2007 Budget
Marion County Fairmont
 
 
• Marion County and the City of Fairmont shared five main expenditure categories for 
fiscal year 2007. 
• These categories include: General Government, Public Safety, Health & 
Sanitation, Culture & Recreation, and Social Services. 
• These five categories make up over 99% of Marion County’s General Fund and 
over 90% of Fairmont’s General Fund. 
• The City of Fairmont does have expenditures for capital projects but not for fiscal 
year 2007. 
• A further breakdown of these major expenditure categories can be found on the next 
pages. 
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B. General Government Expenditures: 
 
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
General Government Expenditures
County Commission $874,822 $882,486 $0 $30,000
County Clerk $532,211 $541,990 $0 $0
Circuit Clerk $330,989 $337,515 $0 $0
Sheriff-Treasurer $407,105 $420,776 $0 $0
Prosecuting Attorney $595,218 $595,807 $0 $0
Assessor $593,477 $593,751 $0 $0
Statewide Computer Network $85,660 $85,660 $0 $0
Fiduciary Supervisor $25,000 $25,000 $0 $0
Agricultural Agent $0 $0 $67,067 $67,067
Elections-County Clerk $149,625 $179,226 $0 $809
Circuit Court $21,000 $21,000 $0 $0
Purchasing Department $513,097 $520,429 $0 $0
Custodial $222,549 $222,549 $0 $0
Courthouse $530,401 $658,241 $0 $0
Other Buildings $50,000 $277,452 $0 $50,000
Data Processing $186,017 $196,836 $0 $0
Regional Development Authority $0 $0 $14,716 $14,716
Economic Development $0 $0 $27,000 $27,000
Airports $0 $0 $25,000 $25,000
Rehabilitation of Property $42,251 $42,785 $0 $0
Planning & Zoning $55,036 $55,036 $0 $7,500
Transfers/Reim. (Audit Findings) $0 $925,000 $0 $0
Contingencies $103,875 $218,724 $0 $0
Total General Governement Expenditures $5,318,333 $6,800,263 $133,783 $222,092
Marion County 2006-2007 Budget
 
 
• As shown in the chart above, the largest budgeted expenditure for Marion County is 
the County Commission, which 13% of the general fund budget for general 
government expenditures. 
• The Marion County Commission , which is the governing body of the county, is 
made up of three officials from different magisterial districts whom are elected to 
six year rotating terms. 
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Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
General Government Expenditures
Economic Development $25,000 $25,000 $0 $0
City Council $19,477 $19,027 $0 $0
City Manager's Office $119,398 $121,520 $0 $0
Finance Office $334,083 $351,583 $0 $0
City Clerk's Office $65,363 $65,363 $0 $0
Police Judge's Office $53,775 $53,775 $0 $0
City Attorney $101,817 $113,317 $0 $0
Main Street Program $25,000 $25,000 $0 $0
Engineering $10,716 $10,716 $0 $0
Purchasing Department $35,656 $35,656 $0 $0
Contribution to Commissions etc. $1,000 $1,000 $0 $0
Regional Development Authority $10,503 $10,503 $0 $0
Building Inspection $225,490 $225,490 $0 $0
Planning & Zoning $169,596 $174,581 $0 $0
Elections $32,116 $32,116 $0 $0
Data Processing $26,227 $27,727 $0 $0
City Hall $443,650 $436,697 $0 $0
Other Buildings $11,000 $11,000 $0 $0
Public Works Department $112,670 $112,670 $0 $0
Contingencies $0 $102,575 $0 $0
Total General Government Expenditures $1,822,537 $1,955,316 $0 $0
Fairmont City 2006-2007 Budget
 
 
• From the chart above, the City of Fairmont’s largest general government 
expenditure for fiscal year 2007 is city hall followed closely by the city’s finance 
office.  
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C. Public Safety Expenditures: 
 
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
Public Safety Expenditures
Sheriff-Law Enforcement $1,271,425 $1,271,960 $41,132 $41,132
Sheriff-Service of Process $57,267 $57,267 $0 $0
Regional Jail $950,000 $1,150,000 $0 $0
Emergency Services $62,358 $65,476 $0 $10,000
Fire Department $0 $0 $0 $14,500
Ambulance Authority $0 $0 $0 $40,000
Dog Warden/Humane Society $63,430 $63,430 $0 $0
Central Garage $74,675 $65,405 $0 $21
Flood Control $0 $0 $6,000 $6,000
Local Law Enforcement Grant $31,533 $37,633 $0 $0
Total Public Safety Expenditures $2,510,688 $2,711,171 $47,132 $111,653
Marion County 2006-2007 Budget
 
 
• The major public safety expenditures for the county include funding for not only 
the sheriff’s department but also for the regional jail. 
• The duties of the Marion County Sheriff’s Department include not only law 
enforcement but also include: county treasurer, tax collector, collects fees, and 
processes current DMV license renewals. 
 
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
Public Safety Expenditures
Police Judge $53,775 $53,775 $0 $0
Police Department Admin $254,581 $254,581 $0 $0
Police Patrol $1,411,412 $1,411,412 $0 $0
Police Investigation $320,639 $320,639 $0 $0
Police Pension $363,225 $363,225
Fire Department Admin $213,613 $259,334 $0 $0
Fire Department - Central/Bellview $1,348,750 $1,348,750 $0 $0
Fire Department - East Side $307,104 $307,104 $0 $0
Fire Department - Watson $309,631 $309,631 $0 $0
Fire Pension $501,806 $501,806
Animal Control $25,600 $31,072 $0 $0
Ambulance Authority $18,750 $18,750 $0 $0
Fire Hydrants - Maintenance $115,281 $115,281 $0 $0
Total Safety Expenditures $5,244,167 $5,295,360 $0 $0
Fairmont City 2006-2007 Budget
 
 
• The major public safety expenditures for the city include funding for the police 
patrol, especially salaries for police patrol officers, and the Central/Bellview fire 
department, which has twenty-seven personnel. 
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D. Other Budgeted Expenditures: 
 
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
Health & Sanitation Expenses
Local Health Department $0 $0 $57,000 $57,000
Mental Health $38,388 $49,468 $0 $0
Vital Statistics $1,600 $1,600 $0 $0
Solid Waste Authority $0 $0 $12,000 $12,000
Water $0 $0 $0 $50,000
Litter Control $0 $0 $34,040 $34,686
Total Health & Sanitation Expenses $39,988 $51,068 $103,040 $153,686
Culture & Recreation Expenses
Parks & Recreation $0 $3,000 $0 $50,000
Summer Youth Program $0 $0 $0 $5,000
Community Center $0 $0 $0 $13,500
Visitor's Bureau $60,000 $60,000 $0 $0
Total Culture & Recreation Expenses $60,000 $63,000 $0 $68,500
Social Services Expenses
Social Services $0 $0 $0 $3,660
Senior Citizens $64,919 $64,919 $0 $0
Total Social Service Expenses $64,919 $64,919 $0 $3,660
Capital Project Expenses
State Grants $0 $9,657 $0 $0
Sheriff-Law Enforcement $0 $0 $45,434 $71,434
Data Processing $0 $0 $45,274 $45,274
Election County Clerk $8,000 $8,000 $216,619 $216,619
Circuit Court $775 $775 $0 $0
County Commission $0 $0 $0 $50,000
Courthouse $0 $0 $0 $407,690
Other Buildings $0 $0 $0 $300,000
Emergency Services $0 $6,000 $0 $0
Total Capital Project Expenses $8,775 $24,432 $307,327 $1,091,017
Marion County 2006-2007 Budget
 
 
• As shown in the chart above, the other expenditure categories for Marion County 
include expenditures for health and sanitation, culture and recreation, social 
services, and capital projects. Of these expenditures the largest expenditure for 
the 2007 general fund was for the Marion County Visitor’s Bureau and for senior 
citizens. With regards for the budget for the coal severance tax fund, the largest 
expenditures were the county commission, the courthouse, and the county clerk 
election. 
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Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
Streets & Transportation Expenses
Streets & Highways $470,713 $486,493 $0 $0
Street Lights $221,000 $221,000 $0 $0
Signs & Signals $108,360 $109,896 $0 $0
Snow Removal $0 $0 $66,300 $89,472
Central Garage $100,417 $100,030 $0 $0
Total Streets & Transportation Expenses $900,490 $917,419 $66,300 $89,472
Health & Sanitation Expenses
Garbage Department $945,864 $945,864 $0 $0
Local Health Department $6,000 $6,000 $0 $0
Total Health & Sanitation Expenses $951,864 $951,864 $0 $0
Culture & Recreation Expenses
Parks $166,864 $167,221 $0 $0
Visitors Bureau $8,600 $8,600 $0 $0
Fair Associations/Festival $1,000 $1,000 $0 $0
Arts & Humanities $1,000 $1,000 $0 $0
Library $21,000 $21,000 $0 $0
Total Culture & Recreation Expenses $198,464 $198,821 $0 $0
Social Services Expenses
Beautification $2,000 $2,000 $0 $0
Social Services $3,330 $3,330 $0 $0
Human Rights/Affirmative Action $500 $0 $0 $0
Total Social Services Expenses $5,830 $5,330 $0 $0
Fairmont City 2006-2007 Budget
 
 
• As shown in the chart above, the City of Fairmont budgets a substantial amount 
of funds for streets and transportation expenses as well as for health and 
sanitation expenses. 
• Unlike the county, Fairmont budgets expenditures for streets and 
transportation, which includes a substantial amount budgeted for the 
construction and maintenance of city streets and highways. 
• Also unlike the county, Fairmont budgets substantial expenditures for a 
garbage department. 
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E. Common Expenditure Categories: 
 
• When comparing the fiscal year 2007 budgets for Marion County and Fairmont 
governments, the chart below shows the categories that were duplicated between 
the two budgets. 
 
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
General Government Expenditures
Purchasing Department $513,097 $520,429 $0 $0 $35,656 $35,656 $0 $0
Data Processing $186,017 $196,836 $0 $0 $26,227 $27,727 $0 $0
Regional Development Authority $0 $0 $14,716 $14,716 $10,503 $10,503 $0 $0
Planning & Zoning $55,036 $55,036 $0 $7,500 $169,596 $174,581 $0 $0
Contingencies $103,875 $218,724 $0 $0 $0 $102,575 $0 $0
Public Safety Expenditures
Fire Department $0 $0 $0 $14,500 $2,680,904 $2,681,285 $0 $0
Ambulance Authority $0 $0 $0 $40,000 $18,750 $18,750 $0 $0
Dog Warden/Humane Society $63,430 $63,430 $0 $0 $25,600 $31,072 $0 $0
Health & Sanitation Expenses
Local Health Department $0 $0 $57,000 $57,000 $6,000 $6,000 $0 $0
Culture & Recreation Expenses
Parks (& Recreation) $0 $3,000 $0 $50,000 $166,864 $167,221 $0 $0
Visitor's Bureau $60,000 $60,000 $0 $0 $8,600 $8,600 $0 $0
Social Services Expenses
Social Services $0 $0 $0 $3,660 $3,330 $3,330 $0 $0
Marion County Fairmont
Common Expenditure Categories
FY 2007
 
 
• Other public safety expenditures, such as those for sheriff and police, are also 
related expenditures that both government entities have for their FY 2007 
budgets.  
 
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
Original 
General 
Fund
Revised 
General 
Fund
Original 
Coal Fund
Revised 
Coal Fund
Public Safety Expenditures
Sheriff-Law Enforcement $1,271,425 $1,271,960 $41,132 $41,132 $0 $0 $0 $0
Sheriff-Service of Process $57,267 $57,267 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Police Department Admin $0 $0 $0 $0 $254,581 $254,581 $0 $0
Police Patrol $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,411,412 $1,411,412 $0 $0
Police Investigation $0 $0 $0 $0 $320,639 $320,639 $0 $0
Police Pension $0 $0 $0 $0 $363,225 $363,225 $0 $0
Other Related Expenditures
FY 2007
Marion County Fairmont
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IV. Joint Ventures 
 
Joint agreements to share the costs of particular services provided to an area are a goal of any 
government entity trying to be efficient while cutting costs. 
 
A. Current Marion County and City of Fairmont Joint Ventures: 
 
• (with the Marion County Board of Education) to operate the Marion County Parks 
and Recreation Commission. 
• To operate the Marion County Library, the Fairmont/Marion County Transit 
Authority and the Marion County Health Department. 
• To operate the Marion County 911 dispatch. 
• To operate the Marion County Animal Control office. 
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